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X _— HE Paſſages Hence? on by 


rit, being ſingled ow y him, 
1:5: 25 the moſt notorious, and moſt 
remafkably + exceptionable, I am the 


more readfly induced to undertake their 
Vindication,” as well becauſe the Manner, 
in which that Gentleman treateth them, 
hath made the Buſineſs very eaſy, as be- 
| cauſe Tami inclined to hope, that, if hs 
ſhould be ſet right with regard to theſe, 

. he might be led to think n more 0 gh 


off the Whole. 


A is 


What 1 Five ald thich with Hy to 
this Gentleman's entering into the Service 
of the Church, is, I believe, not even, 
as much as might be fairly deduced from 
the Account, which he — — of himſelf. 
of his Dedication, 


In the firſt Paragraph 


Ez he hath theſe Words, "”_ which (Eccle- I 
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the Author of the Eſſay on Spi- 
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1  Gaſtical Preferment) before J Could be 
* admitted, I was. Obhged to ſubſcribe 
the four firſt Canons, &c.. Which man- 


ner of Expreſſion, in my humble Appre- 


henſion, implies a ſort of Force reluctant- 


ly comphed with. But now he is pleaſed 


to tell us, that he hath, already, acknow- 


ledged that he was Bred up in a:thorough 
Perfraſion of the Oribodoꝶy of the Church 


of Ireland; but where he hath faid 


this, I do. not remember; and if. he 
| had, it ſhould ſeem not at all conſiſtent 


with ſaying, that he was Obliged to 
ſubſcribe. But in Anſwer to this he will 
perhaps ſay, every one, who ſubſcribes, 
lays himſelf under an Obligation, and is 
conſequently obli ed; but this ſort of 
Obligation is in onſequence of the Sub: 
ſcription, and not this a Fe of 
that; ſo that his ſaying he was Obliged 
to be implies a Force prior to that, 
which actual Subſcription, reaſonably, 


z 414 4 


brought upon him. To reconcile then 


theſe Inconſiſtencies, he muſt, either, ac- 
knowledge the utter Impropriety of his 


former manner of Expreſſion, and con- 
ſequently that I have given it, in the 


Words remarked upon by him, a milder 


Senſe than it even could naturally bear, 
r. obe chat he Was not 1⁰ 90. 1 
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WY nerfiemded, as he now pretends to 
wy he was. 


But ar his manner of Expreſſion, 
as proper, as he would have it to be; yet 
ſure he gives us to underſtand as plainly 
as words can, that not till after he was 
admitted, £7. he found Leiſure to app 4 
ſome time to his Books, and. to: T hin 
as well as to Read. For tho? he doth not 
ſay in expreſs Terms, after his Admif- 
„ fion,” yet he plainly introduces it as a 
Fact conſequential of his Admiſſion. And 
tho? his Words may be brought to mean, 
that he Read before; yet the Empba- 
_ tical Diſtinction, which he makes be- 
tween Reading and. Thinking, ſeems 
plainly: to confine. the Commencement 
of his Thinking to the Period: of Time 
after his Preferment. What, there-- 
fore, this Gentleman ſays of himſelf 
is ſufficient. Grounds for my ſaying, 
that it was pretty plain, (and not, barely, 
plain, as he cites it,) that he took not 

effectual Pains, which is equal to taking 

no Pains at all, to inform his Mind until 
ſome time after he was in Orders. And 
notwithſtanding the implied Imputation 
in his Queſtion, I ſhall think myſelf clear, 
either of Diſhoneſty, or want of Charity, 
tho I lay, that every Man, who, upon 


A. changigo =” 


72 06 s 
changing his . makes the like 
Declaration, never took Efe#ual Pains 


to inform himſelf thoroughly before. 


Whether he hath done himſelf Juſtice in 
his own Account he beſt knows; but 
"Som his own Words he is Judged. 


But again this Gentleman aſks, * muft 
every one who writes with a ſhew of 
« Benevolence, be void of Conſcience, 
and write only from the Dictates of Va- 
* nity ?* to which I anſwer, that I do not 
barely ſay, a Sbew of Benevolence, but 
an affected Sew; and Affectation always 


implies a real want of what is, thereby, 


only pretended: But Pretences of all 
Kinds are inſincere, and where Sincerity 
is wanting, Conſcience is little concern- 
ed. To pretend a cautious Regard for 
the Quiet of Men's Minds, at the ſame 


Time, that we are endeavouring, all in 


our Power, to diſturb and perplex them, 
may carry an affected ſhew of Benevo- 
lence, but little or none of real Good-will 
and affection to our Fellow-Creatures. If 
then it be not Humanity, nay, the high- 

eſt Chriſtianity to expoſe ſuch - Deſigns, 

I leave to "uy: ſincere Gan to ) deter- ” 
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His Remark, upon the extraordinary 
Propoſition, as he is pleaſed to call it, 
Page the 6th of my Dedication, carries 


in it ſo weak and low a Sneer, that I ſhall 
paſs it by with the Contempt it deſerves. 


The Propoſition: itſelf, as it ſtands con- 
_ nected with the Senſe of the Paſſage, to 


which it belongs, will, I doubt not, ap- 


pear to all reaſonable Men to be juſt, 


weighty and pertinent ; eſpecially as it is 
directly oppoſed to an Inſinuation of this 


_ Gentleman's, (Page the 6th of his Ded.) 


Wherein he ſeems to aſſert, that not any 


two thinking Men ever agreed exactly in 
their Opinion with regard to any one of 


the Articles of our Religion; many of | 


| which, however, are the direct and ex- 


preſs Doctrines of the Scriptures them 


ſelves, and which he now, in his Re- 


mark, contrary to his former Aſſertion, 


ſeems plainly to admit. 


In his Remark upon my Words, p. 1). 


he in the firſt Place, ſtrangely miſrepres - 


fents their Application; for whoever will 
take the Pains to compare both our De- 
dications, will find, that what I ſay re- 


fers to p. 21. Octavo Edit. of his, and not 


to the 40, Sc. Pages, as he repreſents it; 
where (p. 21.) putting the Church and 


1 


{x3 


the Bee upon the ſame Footing, he 
Plainly inſinuates the Church: to be no 
Wo infallible than the State in any re- 

ct whatſoever. To obviate this, I at 
fees and ſhew, in, perhaps, too general 
Expreſſions, their Difference, and wherein 
it conſiſts; to wit, the fundamental Laws 
of each: Which with regard to the 
Church, being the fixed and unalterable 
Laws of God, the Church, in that reſpect, 
muſt be looked upon to be more perfect 
than the State, and conſequently leſs fal- 
Able; the Rule of its Judgment and Acti- 
on being certain and infallible, that of 
the State precarious and fallible. Now, 
as to the force, which he, in the ſecond 
Place, is pleaſed to give my Argument, 
tho' it may be collected from the Words, 
that I ſay the Laws of the Church are the 
Laws of God; yet by no manner of In- 
ference can it be ſhewn, that I affirm, 
that the Laws of the Church, when once 
eſtabliſhed, become the Laws of God, 
which, as apprehend, makes a wide Dif- 
ference. For in that Pafagraph I take 
upon me to ſhew, that the Laws of our 
Church muſt appear to all wiſe and un- 


prejudiced Men to be the direct and plain 


dictates of the holy Scriptures ; and if fo, 

they muſt then be alſo the Laws of God, 

who hath declared his Will to us in thoſe 
Sacred 


HO 
Sacred Writings, the courſe of the Proof 
tending: to ſhew, that they cannot be, 


morally, ſuppoſed. to contain, fandamen- 


tally, either more or leſs than what his 
Will and Word declare. They therefore 
. become the Laws of the Church, becauſe 


it appears that they are the Will or Laws 


of God; and not Become the Laws of 


God, becauſe they are eſtabliſhed by human 


Appointment, as the Laws of the Church, 


independently of their being the Will of 


God; which is the Senſe, this Gentle- 


man, without any Grounds, puts up- 


.on my Words. Now I believe no rea- 
ſonable Man will deny, that the Laws of 


any Church, which thus appear to be the 


Laws of God, are fixed and unalterable; 


and yet this Aſſertion, which is evident- 


ly true,, is by no means inconſiſtent with 


allowing, that the Deciſions, of ſuch a- 
Church, may be examined and diſputed, - 
till it appears that they are entirely conſo- 


nant to the will of God, upon which it is 


founded; as therefore the Caſe of a 


Church io eftabliſhed, muſt, as to its fun- 


damental Laws, be very different from 


the Caſe: of the State; fo the allowed 


right of . examining its Decrees, renders 


it altogether: different from the Church ob 

Nome, with regard to the pretended abſo- - 

lute Infallibility of that Church. When 
e ie 
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. 1 ſay, the Laws of the Church 


are the Laws of God, I cannot be under- 
ſtood to mean, as this Gentleman would 


inſinuate, the Laws, which that Church, 
compoſed of fallible Members, meerly 
upon its own Authority, hath made, but 
the Laws plainly appointed, by the Will 


and Word of God, for the infallible Rule 
of its Faith and Practice. 


Thus then, norwichſianding this Gen- 
tleman's forced Interpretation, his An- 
ſwerer hopes, he will yet be allowed, by 
all candid and unprejudiced Readers, to 


be conſiſtent with himſelf; and further 


preſumes to believe, that it is now pretty 


Well known, whether the Author of the 
| Eſſay on Spirit, reaſonably, finds fault 


with, what he calls, the Atbanaſian Doc- 


trine of the Trinity ; and whether he hath 


not run into the very ſame fault, which 


yet he blames others for? Is not the Eſſay - 
on Spirit intended to be, as full an Expla- 


nation of the Doctrine of the Trinity, as 


any other Attempt that way whatſoever ? 
Nay, has it not proceeded ſo far as, to en- 
deavour to explain it quite away, and intro- 
duce, in its ſtead, what, neither, Reaſon, 


or Soripture give him the leaſt Warrant 


for? The Doctrine of the Trinity, as revealed 
in the' Scriptures, Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
either e W N or N give us 


to 
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to underſtand, to be a Myſfery. Chriſt 
declares the Father and himſelf to be 
one: St. John declares the Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit, in the very ſame manner 
of Expreſſion, to be one. The Son is 
ſtyled God, in the ſtrongeſt Terms; the 
Holy Spirit i is implied to be God, in the 
ſtrongeſt Senfe. The Scriptures however 
enjoin us to believe in but one God, and 
declare, that there is but one God. Theſe 
three Perſons, therefore, muſt be the one 
God; otherwiſe the Scriptures contradict 
themſelves. Divine Worſhip,. moreover,. 
is allowed, by the Scriptures, to be 
paid to the Son ; here then the ſame 
| Worſhip, which is paid to the Father, is 
given to the Son: Two of the divine Per- 
ſons then are allowedly worſhipped. But 
theſe three Perſons are the one God; the 
third Perſon therefore is entitled to the 


ſame Worſhip, as partaking, as fully and 


eſſentially, of the Godhead, as the other 
two. Theſe are the plain Doctrines of 


P 5 Scripture, or ſuch as are directly dedu- 


cible from it. Now, hath Athanaſius ſaid 


any more than this? hath he attempted 


to tell us, how theſe three Perſons are 
one God ?- hath he attempted to explain 
the Myſtery in any one Particular? not . 


in the leaſt : He hath only collected and 
e in a contunyed: ſeries of Propo-. 
. tions, 
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Gtions, the ſeveral doctrinal Parts of this 
Article, as they lie ſcattered in the Bod / 
of the Scriptures, illuſtrated and enforced 
with Inſtances drawn from the ſame Au 
thority. How far the Author of the Efay =# 
may. extend the Profeſſions of his Faith, ! 

I cannot tell; but this I am ſure, he hath } 
already declared his Diſbelief of what 
the Scriptures plainly declare: To mſtance F 
no more, the plain and expreſs Doctrine 
of the Unity of God; and tho! every 

' reaſonable Man hath the Right he con- 
tends for, yet, I am afraid, when he 
thus runs Counter to the Scriptures . 
themſelves, no reaſonable Satisfaction 

can be expected from any Uſe which he 

may make of it. n 


Muy inconteſtable Maxim, hawever ri- 
diculouſfly repreſented, ſeems notwithſtand- 
ing, to have been Proof againſt any ſeri- 
ous Attack; while the Hurry he was in, 
to give this fine Stroke of Humour, hath 
cauſed him to leave an unguarded Open, 
which I cannot help taking the Advan- 
tage of. For certainly, if it be true, that 
an Heretick is he, who oppoſes the true 
Faith, an Heretick cannot poſſibly be in 
the Right. Ay, but ſtill he will aſk, 
- which is the true Faith? To which 1 


; 


e 
can only anſwer; that ſeems to bid fair- 
eſt for it, which the wiſeſt and beſt Men, 


from the very firſt Ages of Chriſtianity _ 
even to this Day, have profeſs'd, main- 
tained and defended ;-- while the contrary 
| Faiths, from the Time of their firſt be- 
ing broached, have had, for their Patrons, 


Men confeſſedly inferior, to their Adver= © 


ſaries, in Wiſdom, or Honeſty, or both; 
and who, only now and then, juſt as their 
Intrigues, or Artifices prevailed, have 
been eſpouſed by Power, or ſupported by 
Faction. ws, £2 | 


Whether the Author of the Eſay on 
Spirit hath taken every one of the Steps 
preſcribed, he beſt. knows; but, ſurely, 
every underftanding Perſon who reads 
his Book, cannot help thinking, that he 
hath not ſo impartially examined the 
Scriptures as he. pretends; and if his 
Reaſons, when communicated, had been 
approved, how comes it to paſs that, 
now they are publiſhed, the Publick Senſe 
of them ſhould be ſo different, from that. 
of thoſe many honeſt and able Men, who, 
as he would have us to ſuppoſe, privately 
approved them. But that he. hath not 
communicated them in the requiſite Man- 
ner, our admitted — his Proceed - 
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1 ing, (p. 37, 38. Ded. Eſay towards an 
Aſuer, &c) affords but too ſtrong a 
Preſumption. No Body, I believe, will 
diſpute his Stock of Inſenſibility; but his 
over-earneſtneſs to ſnew it in the Light 
he would have us to take it, will be 
thought, I fear, to have led him, un- 
wittingly, to betray what, otherwiſe, he, 
induſtriouſly, meant to conceal; at the 4 
ſame time that it ſtrengthens our Suſpi- | 
cions of the Reception, which his Reaſons | 

might have met with, in any Shape. 


But not ſatisfied with. what he hath al- 
ready miſrepreſented,” he, again, ſays, 
that I take for granted, that our religious * 
Eſtabliſnment, Sc. p. 34. Ded. but any 51 
one elſe, who hath conſidered the forego 
ing Paragraphs, will fee, that L have fre- 4 
quently enforced, and indeed proved, the 
higheſt Probability of our Church's be- 
ing free, at this time of Day, from any 4 
fundamental Error. What, therefore, I 1 
now aſſert is only the Reſult, or Con- | 
cluſion, of what was before advanced; 
and conſequently no Aſſumption of the 
Queſtion in Debate. As to the Propriety {| 
of the Word, Provided,” if he will con- 
deſcend to point out a more proper one, 
it ſhall be duly regarded. But if it be 
i MSL, | 7 THER | -.: mat 
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4 not ſufficient to prove the moral Certainty 
of the Soundneſs of our Religious Eſta- 

= bliſhment, that truly wiſe and honeſt Men, 
14 conducted by a plain and infallible Rule, 

| were concerned in the examining, reform- 
ing and ſettling it; let him then tell us, 
where we are likely to end, or what Af- 

ſurance we can have of the requiſite Cer- 

% tainty in this, or in any other Matter of 
Moment of the like Nature? 


| What I ſay with ! to the A 
Aan Creed, p. 41. Ded. will, perhaps, be 
found not to afford ſuch Matter of Tri- 
umph, as this Gentleman thinks. For, 
| firſt, as to his Remark upon my ſaying 
A that there is no more Connexion, between 
the Doctrine of that Creed and its Illuſ- 
x tration, than between a Text and a Ser- 
mon that explains and illuſtrates it; which 
yet, by na Means, amounts to an abſo- 
lute Denial of any Sort of Connexion at 
all; a candid Reader will perceive, that 1 
plainly aſſert, that the Sermon doth ex- 
plain and illuſtrate the Text, in which 
Reſpect there muſt be a cloſe Connexion; 
and not that it only pretends to do ſo; 

which yet he is pleaſed: to add, thereby 
to make out his Obſervation. But hes 
M5 Sermon hath the fame Grounds of 
„ 
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Faith with the Text itſelf; will not, The- 
lieve, be ſaid : The Matter of the Sermon, 
therefore, muſt be a diſtinct, diſputable, 
Matter, to which we are at: Liberty to 


give, or withhold our Aſſent, according 


to the Merits of it. But the Text is in- 


diſputably true, and its Truth indepen- 
dent of the Sermon, that explains it; and, 


conſequently, in this Reſpect, not at all 
connected with it. This latter Senſe then, 
I: preſume, my: Words will fairly bear; 
efpecially. as it correſponds: with Mr. 
My s, . whoſe Authority I ſhould be 
very ſorry to abuſe, and to be ranked 


with whom, I confeſs myſelf greatly ho- 
; noured. Now ſince all Manner of Con- 


nexion between a Sermon and its Text is 
not excluded by my Words, ſo neither is 
all manner of Connexion excluded, be- 
tween the Illuſtration of. the Doctrine of 


the Creed in Queſtion, and the Doctrine 


itſelf; for tho“ I ſay the Aſſent given to 
this Creed is only to the Doctr ine, c. 
Vet from the Nature of the Compariſon, 
ſupplied me, by Mr. A heatiy, to explain 
my Meaning, it is plain, that I do not ab- 
ſolutely deny any Aſſent at all to be given 
to the Illuſtration; but that as a Sermon 
Proportionably requires our Aſſent, ſo far 


* it 13 158 to expreſs the Dorin 
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(17) 
of its Text, ſo the Illuſtration, in the 
Creed, ſo far alſo requires our Aſſent, as 
it appears, juſtly and e eee to illuſtrate 


its Doctrine: An abſolute and unlimited 
Aſſent is given only to the Doctrine, a 
- conditional and raged to 8 ane 
tion. 


This Diſtinction then; neceſſarily niſi 
from the Nature of the Things compared, 

muſt be allowed to be, at leaſt implied in 
my Words; and that it is fufficiently im- 
plied in the Creed itſelf, what this Gen- 
tleman further remarks upon chis Paſſage 
E e me now to ſhew. A | 


This creed hin begins with W eee 
the Neceſſity of keeping the Catholick 
Faith whole and undefiled: Where ob- 
ſerve, firſt that the Expreſſion; 3 „ to. 
e keep this Faith whole,” and, to keep 


this whole Faith,“ are very different; 
-the- laſt however is plainly the Senſe, 
which this Gentleman chuſes, when he - 


infets from it, that the whole Creed is 
here particularly ſpecified 3 but then, in 
the next Place, had he looked into the 
Original Greek, he could not poſſibly, if 
= underſtands that Later, at all, have 
| made 
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( 28 ) 
8 made ſuch a Choice; the original Word, 
_ erm never, in all its various proper Accep- 
tations, meaning what he, directly, makes 
ts be the peculiar Senſe of it here; and con- 
ſequently the Streſs, he lays upon it to ſne w, 
that every the ſmalleſt Article, of this 
whole Creed itſelt, was abſolutely here 
required, in the Words of the ſecond Pro- 
polition, to be believed under Pain of 

periſhing everlaſtingly, loſes its main 
Prop, and his whole Argument manifeſtly 
totters. But to overthrow it entirely; it 
will be neceſlary further to. obſerve, that 
in the nineteenth Propoſition, in confir- 
mation of the Equality of the Perſons, 
aſſerted in the foregoing Illuſtrations, re- 
2 ing 91 ſeveral divine Attributes, 
in the comprehenſive Terms 

of 7 95 "Land the Creed appeals to 
the Chriſtian Verity, that is, the Serip- 
tures. which contain the whole Chriſtian 
Faith: And Prop. 20th, in like Con- 
firmation of their Unity, refers to the 
fame Scriptures, plainly intimated by the 
Catholick Religion, the Rule and Foun- 
dation of which the Scriptures are; which 
Appeal and Reference are to be under- 
| ſtood alſo in each Illuſtration following, 5 
with regard to the Reſervation of the re- 
15 Properties peculiar to. each "on, 
ny. 


. 

fon; the 27th Propoſition plainly ;ntirie- 
ting as much, when it ſays, * ſo that in 
„all things, (Gr. ALA NANTQN) as is afore- 
© ſaid, Sc. that is, ſo that in all theſe In- 
| © ſtances and Illuſtrations, it appears, by 
comparing them with the Scriptures, 
_ © that as we have before ſaid, Prop. 3. 
© the Unity in Trinity and Trinity i in 
< Unity, is to be worſhipped; and then, 
* Propoſition 28th, concludes, He there- 
fore that will be ſaved, muſt thus think 
* of the Trinity,” that is, he muſt una- 
voidably, upon comparing theſe Illuſtra- 
tions with the plain Doctrine of the Scrip- 
tures, think of the Trinity in a Manner 
agreeable to them. Which Appeal there- 
fore plainly implies, no more than a Con- 
_ ditional Aﬀent, and by parity of Reaſon, 
is to be underſtood, in the ſame Manners 
asto the remaining Part of the Creed. 


Doctor Aae. Donneli hen, whe 8 
ledges to read this Creed, publickly and 
folemoly;: in the face of his Congrega-» 
tion, doth alſo, not privately but publickly 
declare, and is not aſhamed of the Decla- 
ration, that the abſolute Aﬀent is given 
only to the Doctrine and not to the Illuſ- 
tration; while the Author of the Eſſay on 
n who we are to ſuppoſe, as pub · 

lic ly 


8 0 200 
lickly and ſolemnly, reads this Creed, doth 
yet, privately. and covertly, whiſper into 
our Ears, that no Manner of Aſſent ought 
to be given, either to Doctrine, or Iluſtra- 
tion. Caſuiſtry this is not; for he doth 
not even aim at a Diſtinction to reconeile 
his No. Faith and contrary Practiee. Nei- 
ther would ſo open and artleſs an Imputa- 
tion, to another, of what he is moſt noto- 
riouſliy guilty of himſelf, give any one 
Reaſon to ſuſpect him of being the leaſt 
qualified for a Diſciple of Loyalas's, if, in 
other Refpects, his Pretenſions were mw 
_ to, be eee 


r ſtrong Cane and an avowed. 
: Diſapprobation of the Eſſay" on Spirit be 
what its Author means by Virulence, I 

know of none of the Biſbops, who then 

adorned that Bench, that expreſſed him- 
ſelf ſo ſtrongly againſt it, as that confeſſed- 
ly learned and ingenious Prelate, the late 
Biſhop of Cloyne: One, whom even this 


SGentleman allows to be a Perſon of great 


Name, and whoſe Letter, therefore, which 
I had the Honour to receive from him, up- 
on my Application for Leave to lay my 
Labours before him, I ſhall take the Li - 
berty to make publick, the rather, as it 
can in na Sort, appear to redound to my 


1} 


| 1 5 21 4 ) . 
own Praiſe, or in the leaſt injure the Me: 
mory of that great Man. 


| > Ok * 97R, 


„% THE Weaknel 105 Prelumpiion of 
a the Book ſtiled an Ehay on Spirit, 
&« render it undeſerving of. any ſerious 
* Anſwer. I find there are fome anony- 
% 'mous Perſons who have treated it ina 
, ludicrous Manner. But if you are 


< minded to confute it ſeriouſly, I make 
% no Doubt of your being ſingly an 


4 Over-match for ſuch an Adverſary. I 
* ſhall therefore leave him to yourſelf, 


6& _ Ry you N Succeſs d 
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cu. non » diſplcuiſ Viro, non | hin 8 DS. 
For though he hath written, not only 


as no Perſon, of common Senſe, could 


1 


| NY, to write, | 


dication appear to be either altogether. 


of the Book itſelf, F 3. ſtill breathes the 
ſame Candour and Ingenuity; plainly 


Senſe by indu 
ſuch a Light, as none but himſelf could 


Exiſtence, but a dependent Exiſtence, 
c ſuch as hath not its Cauſe within itſelf, 


Blood. 
fonable 


a Book, but Books; yet they are ſuch, 
ic in che fine wels of his Heart, his 


Thus far then his Remarks « on the De- 
groundleſs, or ſuch, as a candid and un- 
Br 5 Ree could x never Fas of 5 

His . n on the Words 

miſrepreſenti 12 and confounding their 
riouſly throwing them into 

deviſe. For ſurely when I ſay, It (i. e. 

the Term, Subſiſtence) implies. not only 


© but ſubſiſts and ſtands under ſomething 
© elſe, as its Cauſe and Support, any rea- 


'* The Wo of 4 are fall an well Nate 
another Dan in Tae to a final Pam BE 
5 ſome time 85 upon the _ of caring 


* 
13 


| Les, 
ſonable Man muſt perceive that, from the 
plain Connexion of the Senſe, wherein it 

is clearly aſſerted that, it hath not its 

Cauſe within itſelf, the laſt Relative, 
© It's,” refers to the governing Caſe to the 

Verb, ſubſiſts, and not to the Expreſ- 
ſion, Something elſe;' which indeed 
vVould exhibit the Confuſion of Ideas he 
aſſerts, could the Words with any Con- 
ſiſtency bear his Senſe. But now it muſt 
appear that the Confuſion of Ideas is all 
his own, and he only is anſwerable for the 
abſurd Conſequences which he deduces 


from it. 


ſent the Senſe of my Words, p. 6: where 
it is evident, that I aſſert that it is un- 
_ © philoſophical to call every Thing that 
. © exiſts, Sc. indifferently by che Names 
© of, Being, Eſſence or Exiſtence, Sub- 
«* fiſtence or Subſtance, and not, as he 
cas I do, © to call every Being, Efletice, | 
or Exiſtence, alſo by the Names d 
Subſiſtence, or Subſtance,” Where he e- 
_- vidently confounds the Terms, Being, 
Etſſence, or Exiſtence, with the Term, 
Subſiſtence or Subſtance z. which yet I, as 
| 8 conſtantly diſtinguiſh; ſhew- 
ing that, 'tho* a Subſiſtence is an Exiſt- 


In the ſame manner doth he r 


u ) 
ence, yet every Thing that exiſts is not 
a Subfiſtence, which, beſides that it exiſts, 
_ implies a dependent Exiſtence ; and can- 
not therefore be underſtood, in any Senſe, 
of every kind: of Exiſtence, ſuch as, Be- 
ing or Eſſence, which, it is ſhewn, pro- 
perly and truly, means abſolute and inde- 
pendent Exiſtence. Neither do I allow, 
as this Gentleman again unfairly aſſerts, 
our Ignorance of the Exiſtence of all 
Kind of Subſtances; tho' I do that of 
their intimate Nature or Eſſence, p. 18. 
by which they do exiſt, and by the Pro- 
perties 3 from which they are ſpeci- 
fically diſtinguiſhed; and therefore it will 
not follow, tho“ I again, p. 10. allow, 
that wherever we perceive any Proper- 
. £ e muſt be Something, that is 
{> : ſome Exiſtence or other to ſupport 

cee that every Exiſtence, of which 
we have any Ideas, muſt alſo be a Sub: 
fiſtence ; becauſe it is already made clear, 
waar we can conceive an Exiſtence, which, 

ſides ſup} orting it Properties, hath it ; 


Canſe. within itſelf, and conſequently ab- 
n independent; which Independency 
we have proved utterly incompatible to 
the ttue and proper Notion of Subſiſt- 
25 and therefore. that, God, for In- 
55 tho he hath . "which, it 
235 is | 


. 


„ 
is evident, is not the full Import of the 
Term, Subſiſtence, yet having his Cauſe 


within himſelf, which the ſame Term alto- 


gether excludes, cannot in any proper, or 
adequate, Senſe of the Word, be fo deno- 
minatet. FVV 


I believe it will now be eaſy to deter- 
mine at whoſe Door the Fault of miſre- 
preſenting lies, and whether any ſuch ge- 

neral Charge of this Gentleman is to be 
credited, when he declines pointing out 
the Particulars; He beſt knows what 


be intended by his metaphyſical Gars; 


but, as he hath not diſputed my Account 
of it, (p. 37. Ded.) he ſeems fairly to 
give us leave to conclude it to be the real 
Mla,tter of Fact. But to proceed. 


When I deny, Sect. 29. his Aſſumpti- 
on, that God may communicate Portions 
of his Attributes, he aſks, how do I 
prove this? Why, ſays he, by ſhewing 
that God cannot diveſt himſelf of, or 
communicate, his Incommunicable Ar- 
tributes (wherein he artfully endeavours to 
turn upon me the Abſurdity, already but 
too juſtly, fixed upon himſelf ) amongſt 
ige the Northers Craft 
988 B which, 


= 
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9 of bo 
which, however, he plain! 7 numbers his 
Omniſcience and Omnipotence, and as 


plainly admits the Force of my Argu- 
ment as to them; while he is obliged to 


fly for Refuge to the ſtale Scholaſtic Diſ- 
tinction of incommunicable and commu- 


nicable Attributes; tho* the Words in 
his Eſſay manifeſtly extend to all, without 
the leaſt Intimation of any ſuch Diſtincti- 
on; and then ranks, amongſt the latter, 
what he before admitted to. be of the 


Number of the former. As therefore 


the little Shew of Reaſoning, he here ex- 
Hibits, depends merely upon his taking, 
again, for granted, what he but juſt now 
Eng up, fo the bare pointing it out is 


ufficient to ſhew the Straits, into which 


he is driven, and the. Hurry he is in to 
Is a out of them at any Rate. ; 


+: Ma. 
i ; Feeds Anſwer to' what he remarks on 1 my. 
8 31ſt Sect. I would aſk him, doth he not 
in his correſponding Section, ſuppoſe it 
probable, that ſome Spirits may be fur- 
niſhed with material Bodies, by the Or- 
ganical Diſpoſition of which they may be 
capable of receiving and communicating 
bodily | Pain and . bodily Pleaſure, may 
have their Affections and Paſſions, as 


ell as we? Now is not this making 


ao ue Mod ed A tens 1h of 2 a we 63 2 © © ear, 


thoſe 


. 


To 


thoſe Bodies of the ſame Kind, though of 
a much more delicate Texture than ours? 
and if ſo, where is the Dithoneſty, or e- 


ven Diſingenuity, of arguing againſt him 


as I do? Indeed he puts it as if I made 
him give his Spirits as groſs and as indeli- 


cate Bodies as our own: But whoever 


reads both Sections, muſt do me the Juſ- 
tice to ſay, that, I carry the Matter no 


farther than he warrants me; and, if any 
Fault is to be imputed, it is to himſelk, . 


who inſinuates, without any Grounds, 
that I aſſert his Angels to be compoſed of 
Fleſh and Blood and Bones : Though I can- 
not help ſaying that, to prevent any groſs 


Conceptions injurious to the Delicacy of 


his Meaning, he ought to have explained 


what he underſtood by an Organical Diſ- 
poſition of ſuch Bodies, and his Spirits 


having, thereby, eee and Paſſions | 4 


as well as we. 


** ul 


What 1 mean a my Opinicn of the 
Sina. Tranſlation, p. 53. I believe is 
obvious to every Man of common Senſe; 
and the Author of the Eſay on Spirit 
knows, in his Heart, that I inſinuate no- 


thing like what he Queſtions I do. Gov, 


£ 


he knows, permits, in an eſpecial Man- 


— a, en, to be donc, which yet 


i C1 £ 
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he neither, immediately, conducts, or 
approves; and yet, that, by the Ne. 
ful Dif poſitions of his Providence, all 
Things tend to the Honour and Glory of 
his. Name, as this Tranſlation, of the 
Scriptures, into the Greek Tongue, mani- 
feſtly did. The Tbhiſtle, therefore, which 
he is pleaſed to put into my Mouth, he 
found, I am afraid, a File, in his own; 
knowing it to be too true for him, that 
this Tranſlation was not conducted by the 
unerring Spirit of God, as the Original 
Was; though it was permitted by him, to be 
made by fallible Men, guided, meerly, by 
Human Skill and Knowledge, ve Wiſe 
N Gracious Purpoſes. oP 


| Amongſt the endleſs Confuſion and 
numberleſs Contradictions of Argument, 
which, according to his wonted Candour, 
he aſſerts I make uſe of in Tpeaking a- 
bout Angels and Prophets ſent by Gov ; 
He, in great Tenderneſs, doubtleſs, to 
one of us, ſingles out only a few of the 
moſt remarkable Paſſages. The firſt is 
that of the Angel's appearing to Hagar, 
P. 94. where he lays, that, the Interpre- 
_ tation, which I give the Angel's Words, 
is no more than what he- gonteſted for ; 
which, if he is to be believed Om him. 
ſelf, 


ſelf, is not true; for he init that here- 


( 29 ) 


in Moſes calls this Angel, directly, Feho- 
vah, which is what 1 deny, and mean, 


by my Explanation, to obviate. But he 


then ſays, that I make this Ange] no more 
than a meer Machine, a ſenſeleſs and ſtu- 
pid Bit of Matter, &c. in Confirmation 
of which he produces my own Words, 


plainly however introduced, by me, pre- 


paratory, not only, to the clearing up of 
this Paſſage, but of the ſeveral conſequent 
Appearances inſiſted on by him; which, 
had he compared them with what I declare 


in the Beginning of the 7oth Section, he 
would have been equally convinced of, and 


not have made fo raſh an Inference, in a 


1 . particular Caſe, from Words of ſo ge- 
neral and extenſive an Application. | 


; But ſuppoſe the Words were calculat- 


ed, meerly, for this ſingle Caſe ; yet his 


Conſequenee will by no means follow ; 
for though I ſay © that, therefore, any ex- 
* traordinary Appearance, made uſe of 


by Gop to ſignify his immediate Pre- 


* ſence, is figuratively, called the Angel 
of his Preſence, as that Mark or Indica- 


on whereby his Preſence is made 


* known ;* Yet this doth not preclude 


me from ſuppoſing an intelligent Spirit 


B 3 o 


030 5 
to be that Appearance; for as it is al- 
lowed that the true and proper Meaning 
of the Word Angel is Meſſenger, and, 
for that Reaſon, eminently, (Kain, 
which is a plain Figure) and therefore, 
figuratively, given to the Meſſengers of 
Gop's Will; ſo my calling the Appearance 
of ſuch a Meſſenger, figuratively, theAngel 
of Gop*s Preſence, is therefore neither at all 
improper, nor in any ſort capable of this 
Gentleman's abſurd Inference; and yet 
that an Angel, ſo called from the ac- 
knowledged Employment of ſuch Spirits, 
may be ſent without the ſignificant Marks 

of God's immediate Preſence, and there- 
fore not the Angel of his Preſence, is 

plain from what I have ſhewn, p. 103. 
from whence too it muſt follow, that, as 
the Angel of Gop's Preſence never ap- 
pears without ſome extraordinary Indica- 
tion thereof, ſo that Indication may be 
ſignify'd without the Preſence of ſuch an 
intelligent Agent, as an Angel is gene- 

rally underſtood to be; only where the 

Circumſtances, of the Perſon to be ad- 
dreſſed, render ſuch an Angel's Preſence 
neceſſary; as we have alſo more than in- 
timated in the 106. p. when, therefore, 
J apply the above cenſured Poſition to 
the Pillar of the Cloud by Day, and the 
Pillar of Fire by Night, Sect. 59. it is 

= - ., 
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| 31 ) 
yet, conſiſtently, with what God ſays 6 


— 


Moſes, Exod. xxiii. 20, 21, 22. for though 
in the two former of the three Verſes, 


the Almighty doth not ſay, I will not 
pardon, Sc. yet, in the laſt Verſe, he, 


: adds, but if thou ſhalt indeed obey his 


© Voice, and do all that 7 Heat, I will 


be an Enemy unto thine Enemies, and 
an Adverſary unto thine Adverſaries ;* 
where Gop's, plainly aſſuming to ſpeak 


in the firſt Perſon, clearly ſhews that he 
means, by what he himſelf- ſpeaks, the 
Words of the Voice uttered from amidit 
the Cloud, or the Fire ; which therefore, 
as the viſible Indications of his immedi- 
ate Preſence, are eminently, or figura- 


. tively, called his Angel. Neither can I 


ſee how-it can be more a Contradiction, 


to ſay, that Gon, who is every where 


preſent, ſends as an Angel, the ſignifi- 


cant Indications of his immediate Pre- 
ſence, than to ſay, that he ſends an, ac- 


tually-intelligent, Spirit, as his Angel; 
who becauſe he is ſent by Gop, unleſs in 
Caſes plainly excepted by Gop himſelf, 
is therefore, notwithſtanding, ſuppoſed to 
be, conſtantly, attended by ſome viſible 
Marks, of his Name being in him, or, 
of his being in an en Man- 
ner preſent with him. R 

| B 1 If 


n 


If the Author of the Eſay on Spirit, 
pleads for any Worſhip, or Adoration to 
be paid to Angels, and admits that ſuch 
Worſhip terminates in God, he then 
plainly pleads for Divine Worſhip to be 
paid to Angels, which yet is only due to 
God; for if it is not divine Worſhip, it 
cannot terminate in God, who is the ſole 
Object of our pureſt and moſt perfect 
Adoration, and what comes ſhort of that 


But he will ſay the Worſhip he pieads 
for is only in Proportion to the-Authori- 
ty, with which they are inveſted. But 

this Authority is plainly that of God; and 
therefore Worſhip, proportionable to that, 
muſt be the higheſt Worſhip due to God 

himſelf. But then he again will-fay he 
pleads not even for this, unleſs it is clearly 
reveal'd, that, they are deputed for this 

Purpoſe and authoriſed to receive it, When 
he ſhews us any ſuch Revelation, we ſhall 

freely allow what he now, ineffeCtually, 

Pleads for: But till then, I hope he will ac- 

clas, or the candid Reader for him, 
that I have not here miſrepreſented his 
Meaning. FR Yb 


* Eſſay en Spirit, Sect. 85. 9 8 
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drous Dexterity, claps his own Meaning, 
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As to the Self- Contrediiicg. thats 
Which he thinks he here faſtens upon me 
I ſhall only give him this ſhort Anſwer, MM 
that I have no where ſaid, that the Occaſi- | 
onal Marks of Gop's immediate Preſence 
are to be worſhipped; and that there is a 
wide Difference between adoring the imme- 
diate Preſence of Gop made known unto 
us in an extraordinary Manner, and adoring 
the viſible Marks themſelves; though ſuch 
Adoration ſhould terminate, at laft, in 
Gop himſelf. | ret, 


But, to compleat the Candour of his 
Remarks, upon this Part of my Anſwers. 
he firſt takes it for granted, p. 189. that 
Lentirely agree with him, as to his No- 
tion of this Angel, and then, with won- 


like a Ju gler's Padlock, on my Words, 
which, while in that Situation, I own, 
muſt appear ridiculous enough. But ſe- 
. riouſly, in the Beginning of that Section, 
Tdeclare myſelf thus, Now the equal 
Honour, which the Son here aſſerts, 
+ would be very different from that Obe-- 
© dience, which God is ſaid to emom the 
*- Iſraelites to pay the Angel, were it even 
< allowed, that ſuch Obedience was re- 
B 5 * quired | 
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8 to be given to the Angel only.” | 
Wherein it is plain, meerly for Argu- 


ment Sake, I admit, what he advances, 


concerning this Angel, to be true: And 
then ſhew, though I allow him the ut- 


moſt he deſires, that, notwithſtanding 


the Power, ſaid to be given to this ſup- 
poſed Angel, is far ſhort of the Power 


given to Chriſt; and conſequently that 


this Angel could not be Chriſt; which yet, 
though the Power of his ſuppoſed Angel 


be ſtinted, doth by no Means ſtint, or con- 


fine, the Power of Gop, 


Though therefore his Skill in framing 


imaginary Contradictions be now appa- 


rently very great, yet his ineffectual Ap- 


p< -plication of them muſt, doubtleſs, dif- 
# guſt the Reader, whatever may be his 
own Reaſon for quitting fo. favourite a 


Faſk ; but let us now n the Farce hed his | 


RIM 0 next Attack. 8 1 


pon my Diſtinction besen the Uni- 
ty of the Members of Chriſt's Church and 
the Unity of Chriſt and his Father, he ſays, 
had this beenthe Meaning of our Saviour in 

the afore-cited Text, he would have ſaid, 
that they may be one, altho* not, as we are 

by one.“ But my to? ? 2 Saviour makes a 
8. Com- 


= 35 ) 


- Compariſon, which; from the Nature of | 


ſuch Alluſions, doth never imply a total 


Identity in every Part, and therefore 


needed not that the ſame ſhould be ſpe- 
eified. And as I have ſhewn, in my 
ſhort Note upon it, that the divine Uni- 


on is unavoidably to be underſtood to be 


of a different Nature from the eccleſiaſ- 


_ tical, the former, being plainly intimated 
== Scripture, to be eternal, neceſſary and 
immediate, the latter temporary, arbitra- 


ry and mediate; So it is plain, that our 
Saviour's Senſe could not be fniſtaken 
without Deſign. 
Compariſon is made, without directly 


pointing. out the Difference; yet every _ 
one of common Senſe, who conſiders the .. i 


Tenour of the Scriptures, muſt ſee that, 


as the One Union is plainly Spiritual, * 


the other muſt be underſtood to be 


ſtrictly Eſſential; and neither of them 4 
Allegorical ; ; which, was it allowed to be te 


uſual Style of the Scriptures, would be, 
with the Socinians, to make them capable 
of as various Senſes, as the vain Imagina- 
them. Men would be apt to fix. "pon 
them 


If, as the Author of the Eſſay on Spirit 


aſſerts the Son is not of the ſame Divine 
ü N ature 
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600 the Father, there 
tradicting Himſelf 
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1 Nature with the Father, and Conſequent- 
I / different, and inferior, in every Re- 


z; any of the Glory, due to the Fa- 
1er, cannot be attributed to the Son; 


the Father having declared, poſitively, 


and without Exception, that he will not 
give his Glory to another. None there- 
fore of the Glory due to the Father, on 
Account of Man's Redemption, can be 
given to the Son. The Glory of the Son 


is, that only of a ſubordinate Minilter, 
or Servant, every way Diſtinct, and of a 
different Nature from that of his Father, 
his Maſter and Employer. The Son 


then cannot be High in the Glory of the 
Father, becauſe he partakes of none. of 
that Glory, When therefore I ſay it is an 
unfair Argument, Sc. p. 187. it is 
plain, that I only repreſent this Author, 


as denying the Son to partake, in his own 


Right, of any of the Glory, due te the 
Father, and not, that he denies any Sort 


of Glory to be due to the Son; only as 
he firſt makes the Son incapable of any 
of his Father's Glory; and then con- 


founds the one with the other, when he 
owns the Son to be High in the Glory of 
by evidently con- 


But 


En 
But this Candid Remarker, again, aſ- 
ſerts, that, from its being ſaid, © that all 
Judgment is committed to the Son by. 
the Father,“ I unfairly and fallaciouſly 
infer, that the Son hath actually, in him- 
ſelf, the Great and only Obligation of all 
Duty. The Words of Scripture, which 
he himſelf refers to, though he hath not 
fully and fairly recited them in his E/ay, 
are theſe. T, For as the Father hath 
Life in Himſelf, ſo hath he given to 
| © the Son to have Life In Himſelf and 
(in the ſame Manner, which the Copula- 
tive, © and,* together with the expreſſive _ 
aſſimilating Particle, © alſo,” plainly im- 
- plies) hath given Authority to him to exe- 
cute Judgment alſo, becauſe he is the Son 
of Man. Now, ſurely, if the Father 
hath given to the Son, Authority to exe- 
cute Judgment (which, ver. 22. is ex- 
reſſed by committing all Judgment to 
kim) in the ſame Manner, as he hath 
given to him to have Life In Himſelf, he 
hath then committed to him to have ac- 
tually, all Power of Judgment In Him- 
ſelf; and conſequently, according to this 
Gentleman, the great and only Obligati- 


+ St. 7ohn v. 26, 27. 1 


FL 
om of all Duty. But perhaps he will ſay, 
to have a Power, in One's Self, of One's 
Self, is very different from having a Pow- 
er, in One's Self, of another. With Re- 
gard to the Original Source of that Pow- 
er we grant it is; but with Regard to the 
actual Poſſeſſion of it, it is the ſame, let 
it come from what Cauſe it will; and 
conſequently the Perſon, ſo poſſeſſed of 
it, is thereby, upon an equal footing with 
any other Perſon poſſeſſed of the ſame 
Power. . | 1 | 


To fay that the Divine Nature can, 
Feelingly, know what Allowances are to 
be made to Human Failings, cannot be 
ſtrictly and literally true. But when I 
apply the ſame Expreſſion to Chriſt, it is 
plain, that I do it in a ſtrict and literal 
Senſe, with Regard to Human Nature by 
him aſſumed: This Gentleman, there- 
fore, to make out his Argument, muſt 


apply it literally alſo to God, contrary to 


all Senſe and Reaſon. But beſides this, 
had he attended: to what I ſay im- 
mediately after the Words quoted by him, 
he could not with any Colour of Reaſon, 
have made his Conſtruction. For there 1 
lainly declare, or imply, that this was done 
not for any further Information to Chriſt, 
ER | who, 


9 | 

who, as Gop, knew all this before; but 
to induce Men to hope, that their Sincere, 
though imperfect, Endeavours, will be ac- 
cepted by their Judge, whom they now, 
by this Method of Diſpenſation, calculat- 
ed, in this Reſpect, meerly for their Sakes, 
| Know to be, experimentally touched with. 
the feeling of our Infirmities, and in alt 
Points tempted as we are, yet (on Ac- 
count of the Divine Nature united to the 
Human, entirely) without Sin. | 


Though the Author of the Eay on 
Spirit is pleaſed, now, to call the Doc- 
trines of the Platonick and Pythagorean 
Trinity a Rhapſody of Nonſenſe, yet it 
is plain he did not think ſo, when he 
wrote his Eſſay ; wherein he aſſerts, and 
_ endeavours to prove, the Coincidence of 
thoſe Doctrines with his own favourite 
| Notions of this Article, and, what he 
aſſerts, to be the genuine Opinion of the - 
primitive Fathers of the Church; and 
this plainly for a further Purpoſe than to 
ſhew, that the Streſs, which ſome great 
Names laid upon thoſe Doctrines, was 
of no Advantage to their Argument; and 
therefore, what I ſay, p. 227. can by 
no Means be underſtood, as an Appro- 
bation or Acknowledgment, of his ha- 


"I WR 2 
ving done this; but in ſome Sort, account- 
ing for the Medley of Truth and Falſhood 
in the Platonick Syſtem. But as he en- 

tirely declines any further Remark upon 
this Part of our Work, I ſhall leave him 
to think what he pleaſes of my pretty, 
witty Sarcaſm, as he calls it ; and only 


fay, that, as, by his pretended Coinci- _ 


dence he plainly adopts the Pagan Tri- 
nity, ſo his Uneaſineſs at the Imputa- 
tion, but too clearly, ſhews that he, ſenſi- 
bly, underſtands and feels it's Force. 


The Proof taken by this Gentleman, 
from the Anathema of the Nicene Creed, 
for the Identity of Ouſa and Hypoſtaſis, 
we have ſhewn to be of no Force; nor hath 
he at all conteſted it. That which he re- 
fers to out of Athanaſius we have alſo ſhewn 


to have a quite different Tendency from 


what he repreſents it, which neither hatn 

he thought fit to diſprove. But to ſhew the 
cConſiſtent Ingenuity of this Author, I 
' muſt here obſerve, that, in his Eſſay 
he quotes that Father's Words thus, 
* N propa@o1g dcin tri, 5 Sd aAAs: ONE LEIOV SN. 
As if the Period fully and compleatly 
ended there: And in a Pamphlet, ſtyled, 
Some Thoughts on Self- Love, &c. he 
makes Mr. ;Kyowles in his * (a 
7 . lece 


64 1 
Piece which I have not ſeen,) produce i 
the above Paſſage, with the Addition of, 
» vl vd d which is truly according to 
Athanaſius, though not the End of the 
whole Period, and declares a . School-boy 
- ought to be whipt for the Interpretation 
which Mr. Know!es gives of it: Yet here, 
in this very Remark, he produces it in 
the ſame Manner, and gives it in Effect 
the ſame Senſe, for which he before a- 
buſed Mr. Knowles : For it is well 
known that, the Expreſſion, 7 &, is 
apply'd by Plato to denote the Self. ex- 
iſtent Being; and therefore to interpret 
It, © that which is, or exiſts, muſt be 
underſtood, to make the Sentence end 
here with any ſeeming Force, eminently 
in: Plato's Senſe, and ſo far juſtify Mr. 
| Knowles, But befides that his Quotati- 
on in his Eſſay is ſhort of, and different 
from, his Quotation here, and for which he 
but poorly apologizes in his Pamphlet, it is 
plain, to every one, who will be pleaſed to 
conſult Athanaſius, that the Senſe, as he 
now quotes it, is ſtill incompleat ; that 
Father intending to ſhew according to 
the Prophet, whoſe Senſe he is deliver- 
ing, and-not his own, as we have ſhewn 
before, a further Meaning of Hypaſtaſis, 
than that of Ouſa; and therefore _ 
Ke ws 2 
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0 4 
7 200 18 © ov, dip Iepepuices Urapti Gropraucet N, 
&c. that is, but that very Thing itſelf, 
or that very actual Thing, which elſe⸗ 


2 where, Jeremiab call vrais, ſaying, 
&c.* agreeable to the Interpretation, 
which I have already given of this Paf- 


ſage. Whereas did the Period end with, 

7 z, and this was to be interpreted ac- 
cording to this Gentleman, That which 
© 15, or exiſteth,' or, more properly, the 
Being; it would be, in truth, no more 
than a needleſs and infipid Tautology ; 


the Meaning of Ou/ia, Eſſence, which 
| Hypoſtafts is already declared to be, fully 
and exactly expreſſing that Senſe. Our 


Author's Aſſertion therefore in his Eſſay 
Sect. 153. is entirely as ill- ſupported, 


as it was before; and Atbanaſius, clearly 
Profeſſing to give no general Definition 


of the Term, but only the Senſe it bears 
in the Words of the Prophet according: 


to the Septuagint, is ſtill free from that 


Diſingenuity, which this. Gentleman is 
0 n in — him with. | 


But it ſcems, my Diſtinction upon his 


Application of the term Perſon, hath. ex- 


cited him not only to exert the utmoſt 
Strength of his Reaſoning, but alſo of 


his Wit. The Manner however, in 


which 


1 


which he diſplays the latter, brings, to 
my mind the notable Genius of Bayes in 


the Rehearſal, who had got an admira- 
ble Simile, the Application of which, 
however, was perfectly Arbitrary, and to 
be brought in, when he pleaſed, meer- 
ly for it's own Sake. This Gentleman 
ſeems to be equally happy here, and to 
have introduced a ſtale Story, that pro- 
bably hath often ſtood him in the ſame 


ſtead, meerly, for the Sake of telling it; 


and perhaps at the ſame time to ſhew, 
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ceived opinion concerning the Methods, 


that there are Bayſes in Philoſophy, as 
well as in Poetry. This however will not 
be diſputed with him; though 1 ſhall 
not ſo eafily admit the Force of his 
Reaſoning, which comes next to be exe 


amined. 


The Logical Definition of Analogy, 
as it is allowed to be chiefly applicable to 
mathematical Analogy, implies not only 


a known Similitude of Ratios, but al- 


fo that thoſe Ratios are equally capable 


of being / preciſely known or diſcovered. 
For mathematical Reaſoning leading to De- 
monſtrative Certainty, the Proportions muſt 


be ſtrictly ſuch to produce that Certainty. 


This we know to be contrary to the re- 


; ſup- 
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(44) 


eee to be invented in that Science, 
0 


determining exactly the Proportions 


between finite Numbers and Quantities, 


and infinite. But the greateſt Advocates 
for that profound Science muſt own that 
we have no direct and proper Ideas, or 
rather no Ideas at all of any truly infinite 
Number or Quantity; and conſequently, 
that when we attempt to - conceive ſuch, 
it is only by the Subſtitution of that 


which is actually finite for that which is 


infinite and therefore inconceivable, as 
their Proceſſes in their infinite Series, 


their Logarithms and Fluxions plainly e- 


vince ; wherein, after their utmoſt Pains, 
they are obliged to ſtop, tho' confeſſedly 
they have not, nor ever can, arrive at 
the Exactneſs propoſed. And yet theſe . 
ethods are juſtly acknowledged fatil= - 


factory enough for the Purpoſes they 


are intended to anſwer, becauſe human 


Reaſon therein ſeems to have made it's 


utmoſt Stretch, and all that it can do is 


only to find out more ready and conciſe 


Means to do as much and no more. If 


this then be the Caſe with Regard to 
| Numbers and Quantities, we ſtill muſt 


deviate much farther from this Logical 
Analogy, when we come to compare 
Things human with Things divine Fees 


. r . 1 83 2 e 8 Y : N * 8 : n BY 
b 5 2 7 & , 4 Lt f 5 N 83 Y 1 a N 8 wo 
K 3 & 2 e 8 F Pp ee > 47 *% W . 8 res Bala a r IS een 
* * 1 5 25 - 4 2 3 . => 3 8 "8; 1 ak 2 55 2 . 8 n Io 4 3 ; 4 
n 1 8 n 3 n 8 n 9 1 n 2 F 


Je ( 45 ) 
which latter tho? we have no direct and 
proper Ideas, or, indeed, no Ideas at all 
as they are in themſelves, or in their own 
Nature; yet from the various Ways by 
which God, otherwiſe unaccountably 

makes the Exiſtence ' of the inviſible 
Things of the other World known unto 
us, we are certain that they have-as real 
and ſolid a Foundation as the viſible 
Things of this World; and that, there- 
fore, there is a real Similitude and Correſ- 
pondency between them; tho' what that 
particular Similitude is we are utterly inca- 
pable of knowing. When therefore we 
endeavour to conceive Things Divine, it is 
indeed by Analogy, though not a logical Ana- 
fogy,which ſtrictly and properly implies not 
only the Terms, but the Things com- 


+ , | Pared by thoſe Terms equally knowable 


to us; but by an Analogy, which, tho 
the Terms on each Side are capable of be- 
ing known, yet the Things deſigned by 
thoſe Terms are only, on one Side, 
knowable to us. And as it leads us to 


* For further Confirmation of what we here aſ- 
ſert, ſee the Procedure, &c. of the Human Under- 
ſtanding, and the ſame Author's Divine Analogy, 

frequently referred to in our Eſſay, x. 


2 as 


. 


— 


. OD. 
the Knowledge of Divine Things, it is 
therefore called Divine Analogy, and may 
be deſcribed, A Subſtitution, of the direct 
and proper Ideas which we have of the 
Things of this World, to repreſent the 
Things of the other World, of which we 

' bave no Jdeas at all as they are in'them- 
ſelves, or in their own Nature; but of the 
Reality of whoſe Foundation we have other- 
wiſe as much Certainty, as we have of the 
Things of this World; and therefore con- 
clude a real Similitude and Correſpondency 
between them, tho* what that particular 

Similitude is, we are utterly ignorant. 


» 
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HFaving thus then explained the analo- — 
gical Senſe in which I diſtinguiſn the Z 
Word, Perſon, to be apply'd by our Re- 
formers; and, at the ſame Time, ſo 
far eſtabliſhed the Reaſonableneſs and 
Neceſlity of it, as the Compaſs of this 

ſhort Vindication would permit, and the 2 
Attacks, which this Gentleman makes 15 

upon my Diſtinction, ſeem at preſent to 
require; let us now examine the force of 
that mathematical Demonſtration, which 
he thinks I have produced for the fal- 


hood of the 4thanafian Doctrine of the 
N Trinity. of | 


That 


N 


That there is not, ſtrictly, any logical 
Analogy between Finites and Infinites, 


| hath been ſufficiently ſhewn ; and much 


| leſs between human and divine Things. 
It will not therefore follow, by the Rule 
of logical Analogy, which requires, not 
only the Terms, but the Things compa- 
red by thoſe Terms, equally knowable 
to us, that as three finite Perſons cannot 
be one finite Perſon, ſo three infinite Per- 
ſons cannot be one infinite Perſon ; be- 
cauſe we have no Idea at all of what is 
meant by the Term infinite Perſon, as it 
is in its own Nature; and between a 
Thing known and a Thing not known 
there can be no Proportion or Similitude 
aſſigned ; upon which however the whole 
force of logical Analogy depends, But, 

by the Rule of Divine Analogy, the above 
reaſoning is ſtrong and good, For there 
is not only a Similitude between the 
Terms, as well, becauſe the Term, on 
one Side, is the direct and proper Idea of 
a finite Perſon knowable to us, as that tlie 
ſame direct and proper Idea is, again, ſub- 
ſtituted to repreſent, on the other Side, 
an infinite Perſon, however, in its own 
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| P real Foundation of each Perſon? 8 ExiC. 


rence is equally certain and ſure, from 


' whence a real Correſpondency ariſes, tho? . 
what that, particularly, is, cannot at 1 1 


be known unto us. 


When again, it is aſſerted, thit, «the 


Father is Gop, the Son is God, and 


© the Holy Ghoſt is God; to make the 


Diſtinction of three Gods as plain as the 
Diſtinction of three Perſons ; which is 
_ abſolutely neceſſary for the clear ſtating 
of this Queſtion, and which however 
this Gentleman takes for granted; it ought 
, to be ſhewn that the Attribute of each 


Propoſition hath as diſtinct a Senſe and 


eaning, as each Subject, but if they 


are as diſtinct Terms, each Propoſition | 


chen is ſimply convertible ; and therefore 


þ — 6 13 may be equally aſſerted, that Go, in 


te full Extent and Comprehenſion of the 


Term, is che Perſon of the Father of the | 


Son, and no more; and that Gop, in 
the ſame manner, is the Perſon of the 


0 and nb more; and that God again 
e fame manner, is the Perſon of the 


Holy Ghoſt, and no more. Each which 
ed Propoſition, however, is ma- 


nifeſtly — tlie Extent of the Term, 


; Goa, 


> ia 2 85 N _ 
8 


God, evidently W in it more that 
the extent of the Term, the Perſon of 
the Father of the Son, and ſo on in each x 
for beſides that it extends to what is 
meant by the Perſon of the Father of the 
Son, it further extends to denote the 
Creator and conſequently the Father, in 
a different Senſe, of all its Creatures; 
which the bare complex Term of, the 
Perſon of the Father of the Son, cannot, 
in any direct and immediate Senſe, be 
extended to mean. The Prædicate there - 
fore of each Propoſition cannot be as di- 
ſtinct a Term, as each Subject: But then 
the Scriptures plainly declare, or — - 
ly imply, the Father not only to be Gop, 
but the Son to be Gop, and the Holy” 
Ghoſt to be Gop; and alſo as clearly give 
us to underſtand that there is but one 
God : The ſeveral ſimple Propoſitions then, 
into which this compounded one is redu- 
eible, being directly conſonant to the for- 
mer Declaration of Scripture; the whole 
compounded one-muſt be equally under- 
- ſtood to exprefs the latter Declaration; 
and conſequently the Prædicate of each 
fimple Propoſition but one and the fame 
Term, both as to its Comprehenſion and 
e So that the true and. direct 
C. 
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1 meaning of- re Phe hk Propofiti tion wilt 
wen be, that the three Perſons, Father, 
=_ Son. and, holy Ghoſt, equally partaking 
_— incomprehenſibly, of one undivided Na- 
tture, are the one Gop; and therefore the 
Eo Bora State of the ſuppoſed analogical 
= / Queſt ion, with regard to this Propoſiti- 
© tion, is not whether three Gops can be 
| any more one Gop, than three Men can 
5 one Man; but whether theſe three 2 
wine: Perſons can be any more one God, 
than any three individual Men, or Per- 
ſons, can be one individual Man, or Per- 
fon; but this Queſtion, :as we have be- 
fore ſhewn, is not determinable by this 
Gentleman's logical Analogy, and from 
the nature of divine Analogy, it will ap- 
ar to be no analogical Queſtion at all. 
Fer though the Terms, on one Side of the 
ſuppoſed Analogy, are the direct and 
proper Ideas of Things knowable to us; 
yet the Terms, or the other Side, are 
not thoſe ſame Ideas, ſubſtituted to re- 
pPreſent things Incomprehenſible to us, as 
they are in themſelves. For the Term, 
Perſon, in its truly literal and proper 
Senſe, means one individual Man, di- 
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other Men, W vet plainly 
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tion, therefore, is otherwiſe, though unac- 


declares theſe three Perſons to be 
_ Gop, either expreſly, or by clear Yo 


implies a fameneſs of kind or Nature; 
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and therefore may be analogically appli | 


ed to repreſent particular ſpiritual Agents 
of the ſame Kind, or Nature, one with 
another; but the Term, Gov, is a Name 
appropriated by us to the divine Being, 
abſolutely excluding a ſameneſs of Kid, 
with itſelf, in any other Exiſtence what- 
ſoever ; and conſequently can admit of no 


analogical Word to help us to conceive, 


or to expreſs it. It is abſurd therefore to 


ſubſtitute, or analogically apply, the di- 
rect and proper Idea of, Perſon, to re- 
| preſent what is underſtood by the Term, 
Gop, which cannot be analogically con- 


ceived or expreſſed; and whoſe Significa- 


countably, conveyed to us. This Queſti- 


on then is not to be determined by the 


Rules of any ſort of Analogy, but muſt 
ſolely depend upon the plain and evident 
Teſtimony of Scripture; which, 1 t it 


natural Inference, I hope, I have ſuffici- 


ently ſhewn ; and that therefore it now 


that this formidable Tartar, 


which this Gentleman thinks I have ſo 


W laid hold of, is but an airy 
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nity of two 
4 a 


6 2 not upon how little, or how great, a 


Phantom of Ma own. On that ve va- 
niſhes at once at the approach of ſubſtan- 
fer Truth and nen 1 


Thus far then, x boi Sint my Ap- 
plication, of the. \ vt, Perſon, will ap- 
pear clear of that puzzling and blunder- 


ing which this Gentleman however gen- - 


teelly charges it with;and what | further ſay 
with regard to his Aſlertion, that though - 
the Relation between two coequal coeter- 


$ nal Beings might bear ſome Analogy to 


* the Denomination of Brotbers, yet it 


« ſeems abſolutely - inconſiſtent with that 
of Father and Son, ' will I believe be 
found as little liable to the ſame Imputa- 


tio For my Remark. is intended only 
be that, there is the ſame. Difficulty 
45 conceivi ng t the Coequality and Co-eter- 
vine Perſons, by the analo- 

55 Application of two natural Bro- 
as by that of a natural Father and 
ural Son. For a Priority and Supe- 
7 being allowed at any rate, it mat- 


portion of Time, the Inequality depends. 
For admitting a difference of Time at all, 
_ the. Inequality; upon that Account, be- 
een 9 4wo. ane born neareſt in 


11101U1811˙1 | 1 


þ oo 


— — ts 


9 


2 
\3 
p 


_—_ * 1 1 ** me a —_— £4 = . 4 
A ad br — —* * 
. Aa» © 72 * % — ies — a 4 IE" "6 * * 2 4 — 2 — * - 
7 au. by A * * 3 * — +7 . p * 8 . f * 
7 4 8 8 4 - ab ” - bY y 
N SS «#5 : * 
x * 


— - 2 * AS 
N of 7 =; 1 * 8 — 
iT * > * 75 F. = 
— * - p-_— * Is oth 
— . "EF Fe. 
> LS 
* 8 . 


and any other Brother, born at the greats 

eſt diſtance. of Time. that can poſſibly be 
ſuppoſed. But from the Application ß 

either Caſe, by the Rules of logical Ana» 

logy, we ſee that no Conſequence at all 

| will fallow; and yet, it we were autho- 
1 rized by Scripture to apply either Caſe, a 
| kin and neceſſary Conſequence would 
follow by the Rules of divine Analogy, 
to wit, that as two finite human Perſons, 
who, upon account of the Circumſtances 
of their Birth, are peculiarly and proper- 
ly called Brothers, are yet, upon account 
of one being born in Time before the 
other, evidently, | unequal; ſo. two, infi- 

nite divine Perſons, though neceſſarily re- A 

preſented by the analogical Subſtitution f 

our direct and proper Ideas of two natural 
Brothers, are yet, from the very Terms, 
ik they have any meaning at all, ex- 
cluded from the-Suppqtion of beginning 
to exiſt. in time, and ; conſequently | co- 

_ .equal and co-eternal: The Analogy 
here, . plainly, implying. no more than a 
bare Subſtitution of Ideas of Things, 
which we do know, to, repreſent Things 

-which we cannot pollibly, Know, as * 
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are in themſelves; but between which, 
we are certain, there is a real Similitude, 
though what that is we are entirely igno- 
rant ; upon which reality, however, the 
Foundation of the Analogy depends ; the 
nature of the Things compared, there- 


| : L fore, are by no means altered by the Sub- | 
ſtitution, but that, which, before the 


analogical Application, was, in itſelf, 
infinite and incomprehenſible, muſt ftil 
crave remain (0, 7H HI 0 


1 


Upon the whole, then, the candid 
and intelligent Reader is now to judge, 


Whether what J here offer, be a ſufficient 
Vindication of the Paſſages in my Eſlay, 


cenſured by this Gentleman; and conſe- 
nently whether what I have there urged 


85 ſo far, a full Anſwer to the Doctrine 


aſſerted in the Eſſay. on Spirit, The de- 
termination of this will ſhew upon which 


of us the untowardneſs of the Subject 


Preſſes hardeſt. I ſhould be ſorry to be 
obliged 0 ſit down' ſuddenly again to 
write, as my Situation and Circumſtances 
require a different Application of a good 
part of my time: but the Quickneſs and 
Apility of this Gentleman's Parts, and 
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15 ) 
to ſurmount the greateſt Difficulties, give 
me, I own, ſome Apprehenſions. But 
ſince it hath been my Lot to meet with 
ſo ready and expert an Adverſary, I 
fhall not now, therefore, betray, any 
_ unworthy Diffidence of that All. Na 
Being, who hath hitherto ſo ſi | 
vouchſafed his Goodneſs to me. He, 
who out of the Mouths of Babes and 
Sucklings, hath perfected Praiſe, will, 1 
doubt not, ſtill ſupport his infant Cham- 
pion, and make the Puny Shepherd's Staff 
a Match for the Huge Goliab's Beam: To 
write upon ſo intereſting a Subject, with- 
out a ſuitable warmth of Temper, to me 
feems an impoſſible Tafk, But Scurrility, 
I own, ought juſtly to render the Perſon, 
Vho flies for Refuge to it, unworthy of the 
Favour. both of God and Man; how far 
the Strength and juſt Severity of a Re- 
mark may affect a conſcious Mind, they 
only, who feel it, can judge; and in 
what light ſome Minds, irritated by the 
Pain thereof, may haſtily repreſent ſuch _ 
Strokes, I will not take upon me to ſay, _ 
But this I will venture to ſay, that Scurri- 
| tity in any Shape was far from my Inten- 
tion; and that no one is more fully per- 
1 „„ ſuaded 
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